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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to non-statutory subject matter 

Claims 1,2,5, 7-9 appear to be directed to an abstract idea rather than a practical 
application of the idea. The last step in each of the claims is directed to "judging said execution 
enablement/disablement for said I/O requests" does not appear to provide a useful, concrete 
and tangible result, therefore, non-statutory. 

Due to claims 3-6 being dependent from claim 1 , they suffer from the same deficiencies 
thus are rejected under the same rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 

failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 

the invention. 

With regards to claim 1, the preamble renders the claim indefinite since it calls for a 
node switching method but yet the body of the claim lacks an actual node switching step thus 
not necessarily being a node switching method. It isn't clear if there is a node switching step in 
the body of the claim or if that step is supposed to be represented by a different step in the 
claim. 
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Also in claim 1, the term "said disk device in advance," in line 9 renders the claim 
indefinite. It isn't clear how "transmitting access-right change commands to said disk device in 
advance," is performed. The commands are being transmitted in advance relative to what 
exactly? An explanation for transmitting the commands in advance of another element would 
clarify this term. 

Furthermore, in lines 10-14 of claim 1, it isn't clear how one piece of information can 
result from causing two pieces of information (l/O-enable/disable information and host 
identification information) corresponding to each other in a one to one correspondence manner. 
Wouldn't the one piece of information have to be at least two pieces of information since it is 
dependent from at least two pieces of information? Also in lines 11-12, the term "l/O- 
enable/disable information", is it referring to l/O-enable information AND l/O-disable information, 
both at the same time? Or is it referring to l/O-enable information or l/O-disable information, as 
in only one at a time? In addition in lines 16-18 refer to "said host identification information 
being designed..." from line 12. It isn't clear if the host identification information hasn't been 
created at that point or if the whole term is an intended use term. 

In addition, in lines 19-21, the term "issuing, to said disk device, said I/O requests to 
which said host computers have added said host identification information" is indefinite since it 
isn't clear if the host identification information has been added into the I/O requests themselves 
or if they have been added/stored into the host computers. 

In line 23, claim 1 calls for "changing in batch" which makes it indefinite. Is not 
understood if the l/O-enable/disable information is "changed in batch" in each host-computer 
one by one, or if it means that the l/O-enable/disable information is changed from the plurality of 
host computers, all at the same time (in batch), 
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In line 26 of claim 1, the term "simultaneously storing and holding.." also isn't clear. 
Does it mean to simultaneously store and hold or does it mean to when "changing in batch" from 
line 23 to simultaneously store and hold access-right change commands? 

With further regards to the term "said disk device in advance," which is also found in 
claim 2 lines 4-5, claim 5 line 8 and claim 7 line 10, it renders each of those claims indefinite for 
the same reasons as those set forth above under the claim 1 rejection. 

Independent claims 7 and 8 suffer from similar deficiencies as those found in claim 1 
above thus they are rejected under the same rationale. 

Claims 1-9, as shown above are rejected as failing to define the invention in the manner 
required by 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. The claims are generally narrative in form and 
replete with indefinite and functional or operational language thus failing to conform with current 
U.S. practice. They also appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign document. 

Due to the vagueness and a lack of clear definiteness used in the claims, the claims 
have not been treated on their merits. See In re Steele, 305 F.2d 859,134 USPQ 292 (CCPA 
1962), and MPEP 21 73.06. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to David E. Martinez whose telephone number is (571) 272-4152. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Fritz M. Fleming can be reached on 571-272-4145. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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